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The Year's Work in Classical Studies, 1917. Edited by Stephen 
Gaselee. London: John Murray. Pp.128. 25. 6d., net. 

This publication is not simply one of interest to all classical scholars, but 
is absolutely essential for everyone who would be well informed in his particular 
field. While not all of us can be specialists in all the subjects covered by this 
volume, yet we must be interested in all of them and deeply concerned with 
some. 

A notice in the Journal of the corresponding volume for 1914 expressed 
some doubt of the publisher's ability to continue the publication during the 
war. Merely to call attention to the fact of continuance is a comment of 
great importance to classical scholarship. To be sure, the size of the volume 
is considerably reduced. For 1914 the reviews of the various fields of activity 
covered required 187 pages. In 1909, for instance, a year when war was 
thought by many of us to be impossible, the volume contained 176 pages. 
The present volume, with its 128 pages, compares quite favorably with the 
previous issues. 

In his preface the editor well says: "Difficulties in the production of the 
Year's Work have not decreased: contributors are more and more absorbed 
by tasks connected with the prosecution of the war, and the material to be 
summarised is both less in quantity and increasingly inaccessible." Another 
fact in this connection is that it has been found impossible to cover all the fields 
every year. For example, for the year 1917 there is no article on "Modern 
Greek in Relation to Ancient Greek" by Professor Thumb, or by any other 
scholar. (The reader may remember that Professor Thumb's last paper on 
this subject reached the editor on August 1, 1914!) 

The subjects treated in the volume for 191 7 are as follows: 

I. Italian Archaeology and Excavation, by A. W. Van Buren. 
II. Numismatics, by George Macdonald. 

III. Papyri, by B. P. Grenfell. 

IV. Grammar and Metric, by E. A. Sonnenschein. 
V. Comparative Philology, by P. Giles. 

VI. Roman History, by F. Haverfield. 
VII. Greek Religion and Mythology, by Jane E. Harrison. 
VIII. Roman Religion and Mythology, by W. Warde Fowler. 
IX. Greek Palaeography, by T. W. Allen. 
X. Latin Palaeography and Textual Criticism, by A. C. Clark. 
XI. Latin Literature, by R. B. Appleton. 
To give a "review" of these reviews would be an easy task, but it is quite 
unnecessary. Each teacher, even if his main interest does not extend beyond 
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Caesar and Nepos, should secure for himself a copy of the little book. Of 
necessity, since we are all human, the reviews cannot be complete or the com- 
ments of such a nature that we can agree with all of them. Books and articles 
by American scholars are given a fair amount of space and of praise. 

The articles are for the most part very short, and the reason for this is 
well expressed by Mr. Van Buren in the opening paragraph of his review, which 
forms one of the longer papers: "The year's harvest in this field has been con- 
siderable, though the labourers have indeed been few. The energies of many 
fellow-workers have been pre-empted by the war. It is to be hoped that most 
of them eventually will be restored to historical science, which will be prose- 
cuted with different feelings after these stern years: some of our colleagues, 
alas! can never return." 

Professor Haverfield summarizes in three pages the work done in Roman 
history. This does not mean that no important work had been done in this 
field during the year 191 7, for the reviewer has discovered some. In his con- 
cluding paragraph Professor Haverfield refers to the troubles that beset him 
and repeats in a way what some of the other writers have said in their reviews. 
"I should like to have added an account of various short articles on Roman 
history topics published during the past year. But the difficulty of discovering 
what has been published would make such a list of little value at present. I 
can only refer vaguely to certain American scholars who have kept up work 
and have published it." Some of the other articles are only four or five pages 

long, but all are readable, instructive, and worth while. 

M. N. W. 



